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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is in response to remarks filed on 5/16/05. 



2. 



Claims 1-25 are pending in this case. 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments on pp. 10-15 regarding the 102(e) rejection of claims 
1, 3-8, 10-15, 17-21 and 25 over US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In the last paragraph on pg. 10, Applicant states: 

The rejected independent claims 1 , 8, 15, and 25 all recite "plug-In code files derived 
from the management data" and "display panel files derived from the management 
data" these features are not taught or suggested by AGNIHOTRI. ... AGNIHOTRI 
fails to teach or otherwise describe or suggest the origin of the "applet components" 
and install interface" the Examiner refers to. (emphasis in original) 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. The language of the claims places no limitations on 

the terms 'management data' and 'derived'. Consequently the scope of the claim is very 

broad. With that in mind, Agnihotri's applets are 'device management applications' (see 

Title and Abstract) and thus must have, been created using ('derived from') data 

regarding the possible settings of the device to be managed ('management data'). 

Therefore using the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim, Agnihotri discloses 

'plug-in code files derived from the management data'. 

Further, the 'device management applications' are represented in 'Enterprise 

management consoles' (col. 4, lines 55-68) and consequently the associated display 

panel is also 'derived from the management data'. 



I' 
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Accordingly, the rejection of claims 1 , 3-8, 10-15, 17-21 and 25 over US 6,311,321 to 
Agnihotri et a! are maintained. 

Applicant's arguments on pg. 12 regarding the 102(e) rejection of claims 25 over 
US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In the 4^^ full paragraph on pg. 12, Applicant states: 

In addition, with respect to independent claim 25, AGNIHOTRI fails to teach or 
suggest the claimed feature of "retrieving on or more translation files derived from 
the management data, each of the translation files corresponding to at least one 
national language" ... Although the Examiner cites an excerpt from AGNIHOTRI that 
makes a passing reference to language," the excerpt makes no mention of 
retrieving, any translation files corresponding to any national language. In fact, from 
the context, it appears that by "language," AGNIHOTRI is referring to a computer 
programming language, such as C or Pascal, rather than a "national" or "natural" 
language used for human communication. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. There is no indication that Agnihotri's reference to 

'language' in col. 5. lines 43-51 necessarily indicates a computer language. In fact his 

use of the phrase 'code language' in the next sentence when discussing C and C++, 

could be seen as indicating a distinction. Further, Agnihotri provides a similar disclosure 

in col. 7, lines 16-20 'properties of the console such as the language and version'. This 

disclosure is also followed by a sentence where Agnihotri explicitly refers to program 

code languages as 'code languages', lending additional weight to Examiner's reading of 

Agnihotri. 

Further, Agnihotri discloses the ability to 'store generic instruction sets ... for supporting 
the installation process', necessarily indicating retrieval of said instruction sets (files). 
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Accordingly the 102(e) rejection of claim 25 over Agnihotri is maintained. 

Applicant's arguments on pg. 13 regarding the 103(a) rejection of claims 22-23 
over US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. in view of "Common Information Model (CIM) 
Specification" have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

The rejections of claims 22 and 23 are maintained for the same reasons given above 
regarding the rejections of claims 1 and 25. 

Applicant's arguments on pg. 14 regarding the 103(a) rejection of claim 24 over 
US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. in view of "Common Information Model (CIM) 
Specification" have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

In the second full paragraph on pg. 14, Applicant states: 

AGNIHOTRI fails to teach or suggest anything regarding the origins of those "applet 
components." Thus, AGNIGOTRI certainly fails to teach or suggest a feature of 
generating a console plug-in code file, as recited in claim 24. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. As stated above, Agnihotri's 'applets' are necessarily 

'derived from management data'. 

Applicant's arguments on pg. 14 regarding the 103(a) rejection of claims 2, 9 and 
16 over US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. in view of "Common Information Model 
(CIM) Specification" have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

The rejections of claims 2, 9 and 16 are maintained for the same reasons given above 
regarding the rejection of claim 1 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 3-8, 10-15, 17-21 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. (Agnihotri). 
Regarding Ciaims 1, 8 and 15: Agnihotri discloses receiving one or more console 
identifiers, each of the console identifiers corresponding to one of the management 
consoles (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides the user the option to select one console'); 
retrieving one or more plug-in code files, each of the plug-in code files derived from the 
management data (col. 4, lines 50-55 'applet components') and each adapted to 
interface with one of the management consoles (col. 4, lines 50-55 'specific to the 
Enterprise management console'); retrieving one or more display panel files derived 
from the management data (col. 4, lines 58-63 Install interface'); and writing the plug-in 
code files and the display panels to a distribution medium (col. 4, lines 32-35 'a software 
module provided on a tangible medium'). 

Regarding Claims 3, 10 and 17: The rejection of claims 1, 8 and 15 are incorporated 
respectively; further Agnihotri discloses retrieving one or more translation files derived 
from the management data (col. 4, 50-55 'class object definitions'), each of the 
translation files corresponding to at least one national language (col. 5, lines 43^6 
'console information such as ... language'); and writing the translation files to the 
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distribution medium (col. 4, lines 32-35 'a software module provided on a tangible 
medium'). 

Regarding Claims 4, 11 and 18: The rejection of claims 1, 8 and 15 are incorporated 
respectively; further Agnihotri discloses that each of the display panel files is adapted to 
operate with a plurality of the management consoles (col. 4, lines 58-63 'generic 
interface'). 

Regarding Claims 5, 12 and 19: The rejection of claims 1, 8 and 15 are incorporated 
respectively; further Agnihotri discloses retrieving one or more plug-in runtime 
algorithms (col. 7, lines 3-8 Interface COM objects'), each of the algorithms 
corresponding to one of the console identifiers (col. 7, lines 3-8 ^console specific 
commands'); generating a console plug-in code file for each of the console identifiers 
(col. 7, lines 3-8 'COM objects ... translate instructions ... into console specific 
commands'); and compiling each of the generated console plug-in files (col. 7, lines 3-8 
'translate instructions ... into console specific commands'), the compiling resulting in an 
executable entity adapted to interface with the management console corresponding to 
the console identifier (col. 6, lines 62-65 The console libraries'). 
Regarding Claims 6, 13 and 20: The rejection of claims 1, 8 and 15 are incorporated 
respectively; further Agnihotri discloses loading the distribution medium into a computer 
system (col. 4, lines 47-48 'install module'); displaying a name corresponding to each of 
the management consoles in a selection display (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides the user the 
option to select one console'); receiving one or more selections from a user, each of the 
selections corresponding to one of the management consoles (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides 
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the user the option to select one console'); copying the plug-in code files corresponding 
to the selected management consoles from the distribution medium to a nonvolatile 
storage device accessible by the computer system (col. 5, lines 15-18 Install the 
component'); copying the display panel files from the distribution medium to a 
nonvolatile storage device accessible by the computer system (col. 5, lines 15-18 'may 
proceed to install the component'); and registering each of the plug-in code files with 
one or more installed management consoles (col. 5, lines 15-18 'and make appropriate 
updates to the console to integrate the component'), wherein the installed management 
consoles are installed on the computer system (col. 5, lines 5-6 'consoles are installed 
at a host system'). 

Regarding Claims 7, 14 and 21 : The rejection of claims 6, 1 3 and 20 are incorporated 
respectively; further Agnihotri discloses invoking one of the installed management 
consoles (col. 5, lines 15-18 'and make appropriate updates to the console to integrate 
the component'); receiving a console selection from a user (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides 
the user the option to select one console'); and displaying a display panel 
corresponding to one of the display panel files in response to the received selection 
(col. 5, lines 10-12 'an image file for graphical representation on the console'). 
Regarding Claim 25: Agnihotri discloses a computer program product stored on a 
computer operable medium for packaging management data adapted to interoperate 
with one or more management consoles, said computer program product comprising: 
means for receiving one or more console identifiers, each of the console identifiers 
corresponding to one of the management consoles (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides the user 
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the option to select one console'); means for retrieving one or more plug-in code files 
(col. 4, lines 50-55 'applet components'), each of the plug-in code files derived from the 
management data and each adapted to interface with one of the management consoles 
(col. 4, lines 50-55 'specific to the Enterprise management console'); means for 
retrieving one or more display panel files derived from the management data (col. 4, 
lines 58-63 Install interface'); means for retrieving one or more translation files derived 
from the management data (col. 4, 50-55 'class object definitions'), each of the 
translation files corresponding to at least one national language (col. 5, lines 43-46 
'console information such as ... language'); and means for writing the translation files 
the plug-in code files and the display panels to a distribution medium (col, 4, lines 32-35 
'a software module provided on a tangible medium'). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 9, 16 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US 6,311,321 to Agnihotri et al. (Agnihotri) In view of "Common 
Information Model (CiM) Specification v. 2.2" (CIM). 

Regarding Claims 2, 9 and 16: The rejection of claims 1, 8 and 15 are incorporated 
respectively; further Agnihotri discloses the use of non-console specific management 
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applications (coL 6, line 56), but does not disclose that the definition is a common 
information model managed object format. 

CIM teaches a common information model managed object format file (pg. 1, ch. 1.1 
'management schemas') in an analogous art for the purpose of providing a 'conceptual 
framework ... to organize the available information about the managed environment' 
(pg. I.ch. 1.1). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to model the 'device management applications* disclosed in Agnihotri (col. 6, 
line 56) using the CIM management schema because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to model the management information using a method 
vvhich allows for ease of development and reuse (CIM Ch. 1 Introduction and Overview 
Ideally, information used to perform tasks is organized or structured to allow disparate 
groups of people to use if) 

Regarding Claim 22: Agnihotri discloses a method of packaging management data 
adapted to interoperate with one or more management consoles, said method 
comprising: receiving one or more console identifiers, each of the console identifiers 
corresponding to one of the management consoles (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides the user 
the option to select one console*); retrieving one or more plug-in code files, each of the 
plug-in code files derived from the management data and each adapted to interface with 
one of the management consoles (col. 4, lines 50-55 'applet components'); retrieving 
one or more display panel files derived from the management data (col. 4, lines 58-63 
'Install interface'); retrieving one or more translation files derived from the management 
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data, each of the translation files corresponding to at least one national language (col. 

5, lines 43-46 'console information such as ... language'); and writing the translation 
files, the plug-In code files and the display panels to a distribution medium (col. 4, lines 
32-35 'a software module provided on a tangible medium'). Agnihotri does not disclose 
that the management data includes a common information model managed object 
format file, but discloses the use of non-console specific management applications (col. 

6, line 56). 

CIM teaches a common information model managed object format file (pg. 1, ch. 1.1 
'management schemas') in an analogous art for the purpose of providing a 'conceptual 
framework ... to organize the available information about the managed environment'. 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to model the 'device management applications' disclosed in Agnihotri (col. 6, 
line 56) using the CIM management schema because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to model the management information using a method 
which allows for ease of development and reuse (CIM Ch. 1 Introduction and Overview 
'Ideally, information used to perform tasks is organized or structured to allow disparate 
groups of people to use it). 

Regarding Claim 23: Agnihotri discloses a method of packaging management data 
adapted to interoperate with one or more management consoles, said method 
comprising: receiving one or more console identifiers, each of the console identifiers 
corresponding to one of the management consoles (col. 5, lines 3-7 'provides the user 
the option to select one console'); retrieving one or more plug-in code files, each of the 
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plug-in code files derived from the management data and each adapted to interface with 
one of the management consoles (col. 4, lines 50-55 'applet components'); retrieving 
one or more display panel files derived from the management data (col. 4, lines 58-63 
Install interface'); retrieving one or more translation files derived from the management 
data, each of the translation files corresponding to at least one national language (col. 
5, lines 43-46 'console information such as ... language'); retrieving one or more plug-in 
runtime algorithms, each of the algorithms corresponding to one of the console 
identifiers (col. 6, lines 55-60 'device management applications'); generating a console 
plug-in code file for each of the console identifiers (col. 7, lines 3-8 'COM objects ... 
translate instructions ... into console specific commands'); compiling each of the 
generated console plug-in files, the compiling resulting in an executable entity adapted 
to interface with the management console corresponding to the console identifier (col. 6, 
lines 62-65 'The console libraries'); writing the translation files, the compiled plug-in 
code files and the display panels to a distribution medium (col. 4, lines 32-35 'a software 
module provided on a tangible medium'). Agnihotri does not disclose that the 
management data includes a common information model managed object format file, 
but discloses the use of non-console specific management applications (col. 6, line 56). 
CIM teaches a common information model managed object format file (pg. 1 , ch. 1.1 
'management schemas') in an analogous art for the purpose of providing a 'conceptual 
framework ... to organize the available information about the managed environment'. 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to model the 'device management applications' disclosed in Agnihotri (col. 6, 
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line 56) using the CIM management schema because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to model the management information using a method 
which allows for ease of development and reuse (CIM Ch. 1 Introduction and Overview 
Ideally, information used to perform tasks is organized or structured to allow disparate 
groups of people to use it'). 

Regarding Claim 24: Agnihotri discloses an information handling system comprising: 
one or more processors; a memory accessible by the processors; a nonvolatile storage 
area accessible by the processors; and a packaging tool for packaging management 
data adapted to interoperate with one or more management consoles, the packaging 
tool including: input logic for receiving one or more console identifiers, each of the 
console identifiers corresponding to one of the management consoles (coL 5, lines 3-7 
'provides the user the option to select one console'); retrieval logic for retrieving one or 
more plug-in code files, each of the plug-in code files derived from the management 
data and each adapted to interface with one of the management consoles (col. 4, lines 
50-55 'applet components'); retrieval logic for retrieving one or more plug-in runtime 
algorithms, each of the algorithms corresponding to one of the console identifiers (col. 
6, lines 55-60 'device management applications'); code generation logic for generating a 
console plug-in code file for each of the console identifiers (col. 7, lines 3-8 'COM 
objects ... translate instructions ... into console specific commands'); and compiler logic 
for compiling each of the generated console plug-in files, the compiling resulting in an 
executable entity adapted to interface with the management console corresponding to 
the console identifier (col. 6, lines 62-65 'The console libraries'); retrieval logic for 
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retrieving one or more display panel files derived from the management data (col. 4, 
lines 58-63 'Install interface'); output logic for writing the compiled plug-in code files and 
the display panels to a distribution medium (col. 4, lines 32-35 'a software module 
provided on a tangible medium'). Agnihotri does not disclose that the management data 
includes a common information model managed object format file, but discloses the use 
of non-console specific management applications (col. 6, line 56). 
CIM teaches a common information model managed object format file (pg. 1 , ch. 1.1 
'management schemas') in an analogous art for the purpose of providing a 'conceptual 
framework ... to organize the available information about the managed environment'. 
It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to model the 'device management applications' disclosed in Agnihotri (col. 6, 
line 56) using the CIM management schema because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to model the management information using a method 
which allows for ease of development and reuse (CIM Ch. 1 Introduction and Overview 
'Ideally, information used to perform tasks is organized or structured to allow disparate 
groups of people to use it'). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 



mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Mitchell whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3728. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday-Thursday and alternate 
Fridays 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (571) 272-3719. The fax phone number for 
the organization vt^ere this application or proceeding is assigned Is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 



Jason Mitchell 





